| ; BEFORE THE TENNESSEE REGULATORY AUTHORITY

NASHVILLE TENNESSEE

September 17, 2002 ‘

" PETITION FOR APPROVAL OF THE |

' DOCKET NO. 02-00779
INTERCONNECTION AGREEMENT B
~ BETWEEN BELLSOUTH
 TELECOMMUNICATIONS, INC. AND MCI
';WORLDCOM COMMUNICATIONS INC.

; ORDER APPROVING
' INTERCONNECTION AGREEMENT

e Thls matter came before Charrman Sara Kyle, D1rector Pat Mrller, and Dlrector Ron

Jones of the Tennessee Regulatory Authorrty (the “Authorrty’ ), the votmg panel ass1gned to th1s i

| docket at a regularly scheduled Authorlty Conference held on August 19 2002 to consrder,‘ L i

' ‘pursuant to 47 U. S C § 252 the Petrtron for approval of an 1nterconnect10n agreement negotrated
t kbetween BellSouth Telecommunrcatlons, Inc and MCI WorldCom Commumcatlons Inc ﬁledf:i

- on July 15 2002

Based upon the rev1ew of the agreement the record in thls matter and the standards for“ ‘ f‘f‘ ‘i ;

o rev1ew set forth in 47 U S.C.§ 252 the D1rectors unammously granted the Pentlon and made the,’ . i

: followmg ﬁndmgs and concluswns

. §65-4—104

1) \ , The Authorrty has Junsdlctlon over pubhc ut111t1es pursuant to Tenn Code Ann.
e 2) The agreernent is in the pubhc 1nterest as 1t provrdes consumers w1th alternatlve i

LT sources of telecommumcatrons servrces w1th1n the BellSouth Telecommumcatrons Inc servme e

area.




3) ‘The agreement is not diScriminatOry to telecommu_nications service proyiders o
that are not part1es thereto

' ‘4) : 47 U.S. C. § 252(e)(2)(A) prov1des that a state commlssmn may reject a‘

negotlated agreement only ifit “dlscnmlnates agamst a telecommumcatlons carrler not a party to 5 5

the agreement” or if the 1mp1ementat10n of the agreement 1s not eon:nstent with the pubhc*; 2k

mterest convemenee or necessrty ? Unhke arbltrated agreements, a state commission may not ‘

o f re_]ect a negotrated agreement on the grounds that the agreement falls to meet the requrrements of ,

S i ,47 U S.C. §§ 251 or 252(d) Thus, although the Authonty finds that nelther ground for rejectmn S

of a negotlated agreement exists, this ﬁndlng should not be construed to mean that the agreement i

. ’; is consxstent w1th §§ 251 or 252(d) or, for that matter, prev10us Authorlty demsmns :

: 5) ‘No person or entlty has sought to 1ntervene in thlS docket.

| 6‘) ; The agreement is rev1ewab1e by the Authonty pursuant to 47 U S.C. § 252 and

el Tenn. Code Ann. § 65-4-104.

~ ITIS THEREFORE ORDERED THAT

T he Petltron is granted and the mterconnectlon agreement negotlated between BellSouth i N

e ,Telecomrnumcatlons, Inc and MCI WorldCom Commumcatlons Inc is approved and is subJect o

- ) ‘to the review of the Authonty as prov1ded herein.

1 See 47 US.C. § 252(e)(2)(B)(Supp. 2001).




